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Universality of scaling amplitudes and, more generally, scaling functions entering the statistical descrip-

. - *
tion of a long self-avoiding chain confined to a d*-dimensional region L9~ 9 X oo

d* . . .
is investigated. The

nonuniversal microscopic details enter through metric factors which can be calculated from the bulk

(L = o0) data.

Scaling theory of a long self-avoiding chain or, in the lat-
tice version, a self-avoiding walk (SAW) in restricted
geometries has been formulated by Daoud and de Gennes.!
A flexible polymer molecule confined to a d*-dimensional
“pore” L9~9"x 0od" is considered, where L4=4" is a cross-
sectional ‘“‘area,”” while? d*=1,2,...,d—1. Several nu-
merical verifications of the scaling hypothesis by Monte Car-
10> (MC) and exact enumeration techniques®> have been
reported. Most, however, have been restricted to relatively
small-L strips (d=2,d*=1) or tubes (d=3,d*=1). More
general geometries have been considered’ within the Flory-
Huggins, mean-field-type theory.

One open problem emphasized by Daoud and de Gennes!
is that their scaling ‘‘results. . . lack precise numerical coef-
ficients.”” In this Rapid Communication we establish the
universality of scaling coefficients and, more generally, scal-
ing functions which depend on d,d*, and possibly on the
boundary conditions and the precise shape of the ‘‘macro-
scopic” L4 -4 cross section. Microscopic details of the
chain structure at the ‘‘“monomer’’ level enter through
nonuniversal metric factors which, however, can be deter-
mined from the bulk L = oo data. Thus, only universal quan-
tities must be determined by finite-size calculations which,
therefore, can be performed on the simple lattice SAW
models.

The lattice SAW problem has a magnetic analog:® the
n— 0 limit of the n-vector model. Our identification of the
nonuniversal metric factors below invokes the recently
discovered ‘‘hyperuniversality”> property® !? in the finite-size
scaling theory,!! and is therefore restricted® to d < d,(=4).
Fortunately, the interesting cases of d=2 and 3 are
covered.

We consider a self-avoiding chain with the polymerization
index N measured by the number of constituent units or by
the number of steps of SAW, or by any other dimensionless
quantity proportional to the actual length of the chain. In
the fixed-N ‘‘canonical ensemble’ formulation the N — oo
limit corresponds to ‘‘criticality’> while N~! may be viewed
as a temperature-like linear scaling field!? with the associat-
ed critical exponent v. As usual,’> N~! will enter scaling
relations with a nonuniversal metric factor which depends
on the microscopic details (including the prescription for
measuring N). Below the upper critical dimension, d,=4
here,® the ““pore”’ size L has a special property,® termed the
finite-size hyperuniversality, that no metric factor is associ-
ated with L, which must be measured as the actual geometri-
cal length.®

For the squared end-to-end distance, averaged over all
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the distinct N-step chains, (R#), the large-N and L scaling
form,!

(RRYV2=LY(aN-'L"") , )
involves a single nonuniversal factor a. Note that (R#)

must be measured in the same units as L2 If Nand L are
such that (R3Z) << L2, the bulk behavior is found!

Y(y)=VY,oy~% asy— oo , Q)
(R =a " YN . 3)
In the opposite limit, when (RJZ)>> L2, the d*-

dimensional “‘critical’> behavior with exponent v* ( > v, see
Ref. 13) will be obtained! 13

Y() = Y=, asy—0 , )
<R1$)11<{ggchainsza——v*YOL_v__l(v*_")]\/v”r . (5)

Note that Y, and more generally the uwniversal function
Y(y) depend on d,d* but also on the boundary conditions
and the cross-section shape. The bulk-limiting coefficient
Y, may depend on d only; one can choose a convenient
normalization Y.,=1 by (universally) redefining Y(y);
however, we will keep the general notation.

Let x denote one of the d* unbounded coordinates. Both
(Ixy|) and (xZ)? have been used®’ to measure the chain
extent. Obviously, relations of the form (1)-(5), but with
different scaling functions, apply to these quantities, and also
to the rms radius of gyration. For example,

(xf) V2= LX(aN"'LV") , (6

where X (y) and the associated coefficients X, and X,, as
in (2) and (4), are universal. Note that X, =d~Y2Y_ and
Xo=(d*)~V2Y,, provided the problem is (microscopically)
isotropic.

The nonuniversal factor a in the scaling relations (1)—(6)
can be measured from the bulk (L =oo) data, e.g., by using
Eq. (3), for a realistic system. All the universal factors can
be determined by studying lattice SAW models.

The behavior of (R#) and of the rms radius of gyration
have been studied extensively for SAW’s on various regular
d=2 and 3 lattices (L =o0), by exact enumeration'* and
Monte Carlo!® techniques. However, the coefficient a~* Yo,
in relation (3) has rarely been estimated!® because the main
objectives were the exponent values. With the existing
data, reliable estimates of a~"Y,, can be obtained by using
the extrapolation techniques of Ref. 16. The main barrier
to further progress, however, is the finite-size (L < o) cal-
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culations for lattice SAW’s. The available results’=> are
rather inaccurate as far as estimation of numerical prefactors
in relations of the form (5) are concerned. More extensive
numerical studies are called for.

In the discretized or lattice version of the self-avoiding-
chain problem, one can define the total number cy of the
N-step chains. This quantity scales according to

en=AN""uNC(aN~'LV) | @)

where A is a new nonuniversal metric factor independent of
a. The function C(y) is universal, and in the bulk limit,
(RF) << L2, one anticipates

C(y)=C,, asy— oo , (8)

(CN)bulszCmNy_l}LZ . (9)

Note that the bulk attrition parameter u. is not universal.
As with Y, we could ‘‘normalize’’ to have C=1.

In the limit (R§) >> L2, the d*-dimensional behavior
with the appropriate exponent y* and modified attrition
parameter u, is expected. This leads to

C(y)::Coy""V*exp(—Foy"l), asy—0 , 10)

where Cy and F are universal, and

* —1 % *
(CN)longchainszAay—y CoL™Y 0=y Ny _IF"I{V , (68))

L= pe(l— Fpa='L™Y) | 12)

The increase in the free energy of a confined (L < o)
chain, as compared with the bulk (L =) system (due to

reduced entropy), scales according to!-13

A‘7N —_— —171/v

kBT~F(aN Ly . 13)
where, by (7) and (8),

F(y)=-ml[C()/C,] . (14)

Relation (13) is valid for ‘“‘continuum” chains, as well as
for the lattice systems. Scaling considerations cannot predict
the rate of vanishing of F(y) in the limit y — co. A plausi-
ble guess would be a power law, F(y) ~ y~%; however, this
contribution will mix with corrections to scaling which are
also inverse powers of N, typically. In the limit of small y,

namely, for (R3) >> L%, we have, by (10),

F(y)=Foy '+ (y*—y)Iny+In(C /Cp), asy—0 ,
(15)

[AZ" = g 'FpL-Y""N—(y*—vy)InN

kB T ]long chains

+ (y*=y)In(aLY) +1n(C./Cy) . (16)

The first term in (16) [and (15)] dominates!!® while all the
other ‘‘scaling’” terms may mix with correction-to-scaling
contributions. However, the (y—y*)InN piece may be
detectable, since corrections to scaling are normally power-
law terms of the order lower than the leading O (N) contri-
bution in (16).

Relations (1) and (13) are equivalent! to

(R$)V*=Rf(R/L) , an

AFy/kgT=~=g(R/L) , ’ 18)
where

R= (R . (19)

The hyperuniversality hypothesis in this formulation asserts
that the dimensionless combinations (RZ)Y¥ R, A%y /ksT,
and R/L come with no nonuniversal factors except those
entering through R [see (3)], so that f and g are both univer-
sal functions. Although intuitively appealing, this con-
clusion goes beyond the ordinary scaling; it is related® to the
validity of hyperscaling relations and, in general, breaks
down above the upper critical dimension. Beyond the ques-
tion of metric factors, the mere use of single-scaling-
combination forms like (17) and (18) may be an oversimpli-
fication!” above d,. Finally, let us mention that the study of
ideally diluted polymer solutions (namely, noninteracting or
isolated chain problem) is just the first step toward under-
standing the relevant experiments!!® which also probe in-
teraclztions between the chains!"7 and some dynamical proper-
ties.!?

The author wishes to thank G. W. Milton and J. Rudnick
for instructive discussions, and to acknowledge financial
support from the California Institute of Technology through
the Bantrell fund.

IM. Daoud and P. G. de Gennes, J. Phys (Paris) 38, 85 (1977).

2Most of the scaling expressions formulated below apply to d*=0 as
well. However, the asymptotics of the scaling functions are dif-
ferent. Following Ref. 1, we concentrate on d* > 0.

3F. T. Wall, W. A. Seitz, J. C. Chin, and P. G. de Gennes, Proc.
Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 75, 2069 (1978); M. Lax, R. Barr, and
C. Brender, J. Chem. Phys. 75, 460 (1981); K. Kremer and
K. Binder, J. Chem. Phys. 81, 6381 (1984); see also F. T. Wall
and J. C. Chin, ibid. 66, 3066 (1977).

4A. J. Guttmann and S. G. Whittington, J. Phys. A 11, L107
(1978), and references quoted therein.

5See, also, M. Lautout-Magat, J. Macromol. Sci. Phys. 22, 783
(1984), and earlier works quoted therein.

6Few rigorous results are known; see a review by S. G. Whittington,
J. Stat. Phys. 30, 449 (1983); and also D. J. Klein, ibid. 23, 561
(1980), and references therein.

7K. F. Freed, Ann. Probab. 9, 537 (1981); T. Odijk, Macro-

molecules 16, 1340 (1983); L. Turban, J. Phys. (Paris) 45, 347
(1984).

8P. G. de Gennes, Phys. Lett. 38A, 339 (1972); J. DesCloizeaux, J.
Phys. (Paris) 36, 281 (1975).

9V. Privman and M. E. Fisher, Phys. Rev. B 30, 322 (1984); see
also E. Brézin, J. Phys. (Paris) 43, 15 (1982).

10J, L. Pichard and G. Sarma, J. Phys. C 14, L617 (1981); M. P.
Nightingale and H. W. J. Bléte, J. Phys. A 16, L657 (1983), and
references therein; J. L. Cardy, ibid 17, L385 (1984). The
“‘bulk” analog of this property was first proposed by D. Stauffer,
M. Ferer, and M. Wortis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 345 (1972); see
also M. Ferer, M. A. Moore, and M. Wortis, Phys. Rev. B 8,
5205 (1973).

HIM. E. Fisher, in Critical Phenomena, Proceedings of the Enrico
Fermi International School of Physics, edited by M. S. Green
(Academic, New York, 1971), Vol. 51; M. E. Fisher and M. N.
Barber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 28, 1516 (1972). Finite-size scaling, in



RAPID COMMUNICATIONS

522 V. PRIVMAN 32

the ‘‘grand-canonical’’ (fixed fugacity, varying N) formulation,
was invoked by B. Derrida, J. Phys. A 14, L5 (1981); and by
M. Kolb, R. Jullien, and P. Pfeuty, ibid. 15, 3799 (1982), to calcu-
late v,m,u for some SAW problems in d=2, by extrapolating
data for strips (d*=1).

12For a review of the renormalization-group concepts consult, e.g.,
K. G. Wilson and J. Kogut, Phys. Rep. 12C, 74 (1974).

13The values of v are 1, %, and 0.5875 +£0.0015, for one-, two-, and
three-dimensional SAW’s, respectively; see B. Nienhuis, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 49, 1062 (1982); 1. Majid, Z. V. Djordjevic, and H. E.
Stanley, ibid. 51, 1282 (1983). In order to compare our relations
(5) and (16) with the L dependence quoted in Ref. 1, note that
Flory values of, respectively, v=1, %, and % have been used
there. .

l4Reference to the numerous literature can be found in the recent
work by A. J. Guttmann, J. Phys. A 17, 455 (1984); and by D. C.
Rapaport, ibid. 18, 113 (1985).

I5See, e.g., S. Havlin and D. Ben-Avraham, Phys. Rev. A 26, 1728
(1982); H. C. Ottinger, Macromolecules 18, 93 (1985). Recent
extensive MC studies, in the process of publication, were made
by J. W. Lyklema and K. Kremer (unpublished); and A. Berretti
and A. D. Sokal (unpublished). Consult also Ref. 3.

167 V. Djordevic, 1. Majid, H. E. Stanley, and R. J. Dos Santos, J.
Phys. A 16, L519 (1983); V. Privman, Physica A 123, 428 (1984);
and Majid, Djordjevic, and Stanley in Ref. 13.

17y, Privman and M. E. Fisher, J. Stat. Phys. 33, 385 (1983);
K. Binder, M. Nauenberg, V. Privman, and A. P. Young, Phys.
Rev. B 31, 1498 (1985).

18Among the recent investigations are D. S. Cannell and F. Ron-
delez, Macromolecules 13, 1599 (1980); J.-M. Guenet and C. Pi-
cot, ibid. 14, 309 (1981); M. P. Bohrer, G. D. Patterson, and P. J.
Carroll, ibid. 17, 1170 (1984); M. Zrinyi and F. Horkay, J. Polym.
Sci. Polym. Phys. Ed. 20, 815 (1982).

19A list of the literature is given by Kremer and Binder, Ref. 3.



